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REMARKS 



The present amendment is filed in conjunction with a Request for 
Continued Examination and in response to the Advisory Action dated May 23, 

2006. 

Claims 3-6, 8. 10, and 12 are pending in this application. 

in the Advisory Action, the Applicants' Request for Reconsideration, filed 
May 12, 2006, was entered for purposes of amendment, but the final rejection of 
claims 3-6. 8, 10 and 12 was maintained for the reasons set forth in the final 
Office Action. 

in the present amendment, independent claims 4 and 12 have been 
amended to add the feature that "a temperature-time behavior of the air- 
hardened steel permits a cooling that is sufficiently slow for formation of a 
m9 rtensitic structure, such that no forced cooling process must be performed". 
Support for this limitation can be found in W original specification on page 4, line 

23 through page 5, line 3. 

The cited art to record to Oklta does not disclose a steel that would fall 
into the compositional ranges recited in claims 4 and 12 of the present 
application. Therefore, even though the very broad ranges for C, Si, Mn. Cr. and 
Mo, which are provided in column 39. lines 41^4 in Okita overlap the much 
narrower rangers for these materials as recited in the present application, these 
broad ranges are NOT utilized for the exemplary steel compositions that are 
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descrtbed in de te i, in Oxita. Therefore. OR*a does no. disdose in detail an air- 
hardened s.ee. as defined in the amended claims o, .he presen. applicadon. 

To further support .he argument regarding .he differences between the 
steels disclosed in Oklta and the s.eels of the present invention, only one 
example from OKita shows an Si oonten, that falls into the range claimed in the 
presen. application (Example M8 in Table 10, column 31). However, this 
9)< ample has a much ,ower manganese content than required by die present 
invention. 

On the final page of Hie Advisory Action, the Examiner noted that the 
cooling ve.oc.ty, which was identified in the Applicants' previous arguments as 
critical to the invention, was no. recited in the claims. As noted above, this 
feature is now recited in amended claims 4 and 12. 

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicants respectfully submit that 
calms H 8. 10, and 12 as amended are patentabte over the cited art. The 
Applicants further request withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 03 and 
reconsideration of the claims as herein amended. 

Should the Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, the 
undersigned would very much welcome a telephone call in order to discuss 
appropnate claim language that will place the application into condition for 
allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Michael J. Striker 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No.: 27233 
103 East Neck Road 
Huntington, New York 11743 
631-549-4700 
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